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DETAILED ACTION 

Specification 

1 . The title of the invention is not descriptive. A new title is required that is clearly 
indicative of the invention to which the claims are directed. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or(g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a). 

4. Claims 1-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Stewart (US 6,414,635) in view of Rhee (US 2003/0099221) 

Consider claim 1 . Stewart teaches a method comprising: 
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receiving data in a handheld wireless transceiver from a wireless device that 
identifies an access point (Stewart see especially figure 1, item 111; column 15, lines 1- 
25). Stewart teaches the arrangement is useful to various types of service providers to 
convey information (Stewart, see especially column 14, lines 1-60). Stewart lacks a 
teaching of the access point vendors being trade show exhibitors. Official Notice is 
taken that it is notoriously well know in the art that trade show vendors wish to convey 
information. Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art that 
one of the services that could use the arrangement of Stewart would be trade show 
exhibitors in order to easily convey a great deal of information. 

receiving a selection from the trade show attendee in the handheld wireless 
transceiver based on the received trade show exhibitor identification data (Stewart see 
especially column 4, line 25 - column 5, line 25)] and 

sending data representing the selection to a network repeater (Stewart teaches 
the Portable user sending requests to a network regarding the received information, 
see especially column 13, lines 55-68). 

Stewart lacks a teaching of the network being comprised of wireless mesh 
network repeaters. Rhee teaches that mesh repeaters are useful to allow mobiles to 
communicate with multiple base stations thereby easing congestion resulting in poor 
throughput (Rhee, see especially paragraphs 6, 39). Therefore it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify Stewart to have the network 
comprised of mesh repeaters in order to ease congestion that could cause poor 
throughput. 
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Consider claim 2. Stewart in view of Rhee teaches the method of claim 1 further 
comprises: sending data representing the identity of the handheld wireless transceiver 
to the wireless mesh network repeater (Stewart see especially figure 1, item 111; 
column 15, lines 1-25). 

Consider claim 3. Stewart in view of Rhee teaches the method of claim 1 , 
wherein the data identifying the trade show exhibitor is received by the wireless device 
from the wireless mesh network repeater (Stewart see especially column 4, line 25 - 
column 5, line 25). 

Consider claim 4. Stewart in view of Rhee teaches the method of claim 1 , 
wherein the wireless device includes a radio frequency (RF) tag (note that since Stewart 
transmit the id via RF they are effectively RF tags). 

Consider claim 5. Stewart in view of Rhee teaches the method of claim 1 , 
wherein the handheld wireless transceiver includes an RF reader (note that since 
Stewart reads the identity via RF they are effectively RF readers). 

Consider claim 6. Stewart in view of Rhee teaches the method of claim 1 , 
wherein the selection indicates to provide the trade show exhibitor with the contact 
information of the trade show attendee (note that Stewart teaches that the service 
provider, in this case a trade show vendor can obtain various types of demographic data 
regarding the portables, see especially column 15, lines 1-25). 

Consider claim 7. Stewart in view of Rhee teaches the method of claim 1 , 
teaching of wherein the selection indicates to identify the trade show exhibitor in a list 
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(Stewart teaches listing service providers, in this case exhibitors, for example in 
paragraphs 91, 105, 1 19). 

Consider claim 8. Stewart teaches a method comprising: 

sending data to a handheld wireless transceiver from a wireless device (Stewart 
see especially figure 1, item 111; column 15, lines 1-25) Stewart teaches the 
arrangement is useful to various types of service providers to convey information 
(Stewart, see especially column 14, lines 1-60). Stewart lacks a teaching of the access 
point vendors being trade show exhibitors. Official Notice is taken that it is notoriously 
well know in the art that trade show vendors wish to convey information. Therefore it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art that one of the services that 
could use the arrangement of Stewart would be trade show exhibitors in order to easily 
convey a great deal of information; and 

receiving data at a network repeater that represents a selection made by the 
trade show attendee in the handheld wireless transceiver (Stewart teaches the Portable 
user sending requests to a network regarding the received information, and receiving 
information see especially column 13, lines 55-68). 

Stewart lacks a teaching of the network being comprised of wireless mesh 
network repeaters. Rhee teaches that mesh repeaters are useful to allow mobiles to 
communicate with multiple base stations thereby easing congestion resulting in poor 
throughput (Rhee, see especially paragraphs 6, 39). Therefore it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify Stewart to have the network 
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comprised of mesh repeaters in order to ease congestion that could cause poor 
throughput 

Consider claim 9. Stewart in view of Rhee teaches the method of claim 8 further 
comprises: receiving data at the wireless mesh network repeater that identifies the 
handheld wireless transceiver (Stewart see especially figure 1, item 111; column 15, 
lines 1-25), 

Consider claim 10. Stewart in view of Rhee teaches the method of claim 8, 
wherein the data identifying the trade show exhibitor is received by the wireless device 
from the wireless mesh network repeater (Stewart see especially column 4, line 25 - 
column 5, line 25). 

Consider claim 1 1 . Stewart in view of Rhee teaches the method of claim 8, 
wherein the wireless device includes a radio frequency (RF) tag (note that since Stewart 
transmit the id via RF they are effectively RF tags). 

Consider claim 12. Stewart in view of Rhee teaches the method of claim 8, 
wherein the handheld wireless transceiver includes an RF reader (note that since 
Stewart reads the identity via RF they are effectively RF readers). 

Consider claim 13. Stewart in view of Rhee teaches the method of claim 8, 
wherein the selection indicates to provide the trade show exhibitor with the contact 
information of the trade show attendee (note that Stewart teaches that the service 
provider, in this case a trade show vendor can obtain various types of demographic data 
regarding the portables, see especially column 15, lines 1-25). 
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Consider claim 14. Stewart in view of Rhee teaches the method of claim 8, 
wherein the selection indicates to identify the trade show exhibitor in a list (Stewart 
teaches listing service providers, in this case exhibitors, for example in paragraphs 
91,105,119). 

Consider claim 15. Stewart teaches an information exchange system comprising: 
a handheld wireless transceiver capable of: 

receiving data from a wireless device (Stewart see especially figure 1, item 111; 
column 15, lines 1-25). Stewart teaches the arrangement is useful to various types of 
service providers to convey information (Stewart, see especially column 14, lines 1-60). 
Stewart lacks a teaching of the access point vendors being trade show exhibitors. 
Official Notice is taken that it is notoriously well know in the art that trade show vendors 
wish to convey information. Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art that one of the services that could use the arrangement of Stewart would 
be trade show exhibitors in order to easily convey a great deal of information. 

receiving a selection from the trade show attendee based on the received 
exhibitor identification data (Stewart see especially column 4, line 25 - column 5, line 
25), and 

sending data representing the selection to a wireless network repeater (Stewart 
teaches the Portable user sending requests to a network regarding the received 
information, see especially column 13, lines 55-68). 
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Stewart lacks a teaching of the network being comprised of wireless mesh 
network repeaters. Rhee teaches that mesh repeaters are useful to allow mobiles to 
communicate with multiple base stations thereby easing congestion resulting in poor 
throughput (Rhee, see especially paragraphs 6, 39). Therefore it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify Stewart to have the network 
comprised of mesh repeaters in order to ease congestion that could cause poor 
throughput. 

Consider claim 16. Stewart in view of Rhee teaches the trade show information 
exchange system of claim 15, wherein the handheld wireless transceiver is further 
capable of, sending data representing the identity of the handheld wireless transceiver 
to the wireless mesh network repeater (Stewart see especially figure 1, item 111; 
column 15, lines 1-25). 

Consider claim 17. Stewart in view of Rhee teaches the trade show information 
exchange system of claim 15, wherein the data identifying the trade show exhibitor is 
received by the wireless device from the wireless mesh network repeater (Stewart see 
especially column 4, line 25 - column 5, line 25). 

Consider claim 18. Stewart in view of Rhee teaches the trade show information 
exchange system of claim 15, wherein the wireless device includes a radio frequency 
(RF) tag (note that since Stewart transmit the id via RF they are effectively RF tags). 

Consider claim 19. Stewart in view of Rhee teaches the trade show information 
exchange system of claim 15, wherein the handheld wireless transceiver includes an 
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RF reader (note that since Stewart reads the identity via RF they are effectively RF 
readers). 

Consider claim 20. Stewart in view of Rhee teaches the trade show information 
exchange system of claim 15, wherein the selection indicates to provide the trade show 
exhibitor with the contact information of the trade show attendee (note that Stewart 
teaches that the service provider, in this case a trade show vendor can obtain various 
types of demographic data regarding the portables, see especially column 15, lines 1- 
25). 

Consider claim 21 . Stewart in view of Rhee teaches the trade show information 
exchange system of claim 15, wherein the selection indicates to identify the trade show 
exhibitor in a list (Stewart teaches listing service providers, in this case exhibitors, for 
example in paragraphs 91, 105, 1 19). 

Consider claim 22. Stewart teaches an information exchange system comprising: 
a wireless device capable of: 

receiving data (Stewart teaches the Portable user sending requests to a network 
and receiving back information, see especially column 13, lines 55-68) from a wireless 
network repeater that identifies a service provider. Stewart teaches the arrangement is 
useful to various types of service providers to convey information (Stewart, see 
especially column 14, lines 1-60). Stewart lacks a teaching of the access point vendors 
being trade show exhibitors. Official Notice is taken that it is notoriously well know in 
the art that trade show vendors wish to convey information. Therefore it would have 
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been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art that one of the services that could use 
the arrangement of Stewart would be trade show exhibitors in order to easily convey a 
great deal of information. 

Stewart lacks a teaching of the network being comprised of wireless mesh 
network repeaters. Rhee teaches that mesh repeaters are useful to allow mobiles to 
communicate with multiple base stations thereby easing congestion resulting in poor 
throughput (Rhee, see especially paragraphs 6, 39). Therefore it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify Stewart to have the network 
comprised of mesh repeaters in order to ease congestion that could cause poor 
throughput. 

The exchange system: 

sending data to a handheld wireless transceiver that identifies the trade show 
exhibitor to a trade show attendee (Stewart see especially figure 1, item 1 1 1; column 
15, lines 1-25). 

Consider claim 23. Stewart in view of Rhee teaches the trade show information 
exchange system of claim 22, wherein the wireless device includes a radio frequency 
(RF) tag (note that since Stewart transmit the id via RF they are effectively RF tags). 

Consider claim 24. Stewart in view of Rhee teaches the trade show information 
exchange system of claim 22, wherein the handheld wireless transceiver includes an 
RF reader (note that since Stewart reads the identity via RF they are effectively RF 
readers). 
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Consider claim 25. Stewart teaches an information exchanging arrangement. 
Stewart lacks a teaching of the arrangement being embodied as a tangible computer 
program product. Official Notice is taken that it is notoriously well know in the art to 
modify Stewart as shown in the claim in order to allow the arrangement to be easily 
loaded onto computer systems. 

receive data from a wireless device that identifies an access point (Stewart see 
especially figure 1, item 111; column 15, lines 1-25). Stewart teaches the arrangement 
is useful to various types of service providers to convey information (Stewart, see 
especially column 14, lines 1-60). Stewart lacks a teaching of the access point vendors 
being trade show exhibitors. Official Notice is taken that it is notoriously well know in 
the art that trade show vendors wish to convey information. Therefore it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art that one of the services that could use 
the arrangement of Stewart would be trade show exhibitors in order to easily convey a 
great deal of information. 

receive a selection from the trade show attendee based on the received exhibitor 
identification data (Stewart see especially column 4, line 25 - column 5, line 25)\ and 

send data representing the selection to a wireless network repeater (Stewart 
teaches the Portable user sending requests to a network regarding the received 
information, see especially column 13, lines 55-68). 

Stewart lacks a teaching of the network being comprised of wireless mesh 
network repeaters. Rhee teaches that mesh repeaters are useful to allow mobiles to 
communicate with multiple base stations thereby easing congestion resulting in poor 
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throughput (Rhee, see especially paragraphs 6, 39), Therefore it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify Stewart to have the network 
comprised of mesh repeaters in order to ease congestion that could cause poor 
throughput. 

Consider claim 26. Stewart in view of Rhee teaches the computer program 
product of claim 25, being further operable to cause a handheld wireless transceiver to: 
send data representing the identity of the handheld wireless transceiver to the wireless 
mesh network repeater (Stewart see especially figure 1, item 111; column 15, lines 1- 
25). 

Consider claim 27. Stewart in view of Rhee teaches the computer program 
product of claim 25, wherein the data identifying the trade show exhibitor is received by 
the wireless device from the wireless mesh network repeater (Stewart see especially 
column 4, line 25 - column 5, line 25). 

Conclusion 

5. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Philip J Sobutka whose telephone number is 571-272- 
7887. The examiner can normally be reached Monday through Friday from 8:30 - 5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Matthew D. Anderson can be reached on 571-272-471 1 . 

6. The central fax phone number for the Office is 571 -273-8300. 

Most facsimile-transmitted patent application related correspondence is 
required to be sent to the Central FAX Number. 
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CENTRALIZED DELIVERY POLICY: For patent related correspondence, 
hand carry deliveries must be made to the Customer Service Window (now 
located at the Randolph Building, 401 Dulany Street, Alexandria, VA 
22314), and facsimile transmissions must be sent to the Central FAX 
number, unless an exception applies. For example, if the examiner has 
rejected claims in a regular U.S. patent application, and the reply to the 
examiner's Office action is desired to be transmitted by facsimile rather 
than mailed, the reply must be sent to the Central FAX Number. 

7. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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